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moi COM, Frankfurt 



DOCUMENT NO. 




1. This dispatch oonoerne itself only with subject's proposed 
role in the REDCAP field* Proposals concerning the Stay-Behind field 
generally and the elose out of the major portions of subject's Stay* 
Behind net are Being forwarded in separate communications . 



2* I sinoerely regret that Headquarters and the field haws 
beoome lnwolwed in a papier- krieg orer this affair* I an positive 
that any points of dissension oould he straightened out in thirty 
minutes if the principals concerned net face to face* Ton have not 
yet, however, really had the full Benefit of our thinking* Regardless 
of the eventual outoone, it seems appropriate to asks this a natter 
of record* 



9* Let’s consider first the relative sensitivity of a Stay-Behind 
program as opposed to a program designed to induce the defection of 
Russian officials. The first, I an sure we agree, and reseat history 
has proven, oust Be mounted in complete eeoreoy* Any compromise Brings 
intolerable reaction. Of all the projects charged to PHB, 1 consider 
Stay-Behind activities second only to penetration of the federal 
Government in " sensitivity” ♦ 



4* Befsotion inducement is a somewhat different story. Both 
General Olay and Mr. MeOloy have expounded our asylum policy* Every 
ZIPPER agent knows wo want Russian off leers. RIAJS, RPE and even the 
Voice skirt the edge of outright inducement. The CL L2 when they 
ean get their radio to work, Broadcast dir sot defection inducement 
material and distribute leaflets on this theme* Gan there Be any ques- 
tion in anyone's mind that the Russians know wo arc engaging in this 
aotivity? r^V' v 
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5* This does hot mean that operations in the defeotlon field 
should net he securely conducted, They oust ho* Con subject conduct 
then securely? He can* This is cur considered opinion, based net 
only on the material available to you hut, in this case, on a broader 
opportunity for evaluation in the field than at hone* 



6 . So far as we know your eonoern ever subject as an agent stems 
from (a) review of the old KIBITZ files, (b) the ^ 3 survey, (o) 

your discussions with '£ 3 and n J.. Please remember in this 

connection that many of Agent's early sloppy habits are at least in 
seme part attributable to Headquarters suggestions that he not be 
speelfloally guided and controlled (and he had no prior trade-eraft 
experience as an Ahwshr or Gestapo agent to draw from)} that although 
v. 3 criticised the security and lack of control in subject's old 
program, he still re commended (under Sec. V of hie paper) JMS& 

15 's w talent as an or^anisjr o,ould be put . to. gsoA Mi him 

set uu a net in the East Zors ( c . J was considerably more enthusi- 
astio in his spoken praise of tke high qualities of the Agent )f and 
finally that t- 3 ,'s and c J » s opinion of the Agent, is exactly 

oount er* balanced by £z u * a and c n f S* 

t» Without, then, getting into any debate over the validity of 
presentation of the ehargse contained in Para* 2, of Ref. 1, tho ques- 
tion largely resolves itself into one of control, since with firm 

control, security follows. The acid test on control ease, 1 believe, 
with tho presentation to the Agent on 2 April of the statement to be 
signed by him (Fare. 2 , Ref. 5) recognizing we were making no commit- 
ment on his final resettlement or would Intercede regarding his efforts 
to obtain a German Army position. Although it is obvious Headquarters 
realised a statement renouncing resettlement would be virtually impose* 
lble to obtain in the average case, we sought the adviee of the Mission 
Legal Officer to provide even more protection for the Government and 
a greater control factor. After all, you had only our word that tho 
Agent was now under control • Except for objecting to the Gorman eon* 

8 tract ion need in the version presented him, the Agent signed without 
a whimper. The dooumeat has been forwarded under separate cover to 
the Fifth Contact Report. I hope and believe it will convince you 
of our sincerity of presentation ever the eonttol question. 

G. with regard to fara. 7 of Ref. 1,1 oan assure you there wae 
no sinister motive in the timing of EGFA*830* C. n approved the 
proposal to sound out the Agent on REDCAP on 14 February, a Saturday, 

I wrote tho dispatch on 16 February, the following Monday, and It earns 
out of the paper mill on the 17th. Wo could only gaose at that time 
whether the Agent would bo either qualified or interested in a REDCAP 
operation. Considering ho had a full operational clearance for stay* 
Behind work, it did not occur to us that Headquarters would object to 
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employing him in the REDCAP field on a provisional tocii if such an 
arrangement promised to he productive# The as ties patently was normal, 
it ie standard practice in the German Mission to begin operations 
when approval of COM or his designee has been received, providing 
thoro are no adverse security faotors* If you are questioning this 
prooedurs, that is one thing, but signalling out this oporation for 
oritioisn by insinuating that Headquarters was "purposely oiroumvontsd" 
is quits another. 

9« With regard to Para* 11, of Kef. 1, I have made no promise, 
by impllsation si otherwise, that wo would holp this Agent get into* 
grated into the German Army. 1 have faced up to disousslng with him 
the question of his status, rather than merely speculating about it 
as has bssn ths praotice in ths past* You will, I am sure, bs reassured 
to know that ho has no dssire of any sort for us to intercede in get- 
ting him made a Colonel or Brigadier General in the npooming Gorman 
contingent. In the first plaoe, he is in a much better position than 
we to aohiovo this, if such is bis ultimate aim. When he states, 
however, that he doesn't oars "whether he is a big General in Bonn 
or a little man someplaoe else, as long as he is doing a worthwhile 
job", ho sounds convincing. 

10. Despite ths allegation contained in Para. 1 of Ref. 3# we 
had not obligated ourselves to the point where we oould not have pro* 
pared to withdraw smoothly at the 2 April contact. We were and are. 

Of course, considerably sore interested in staging a successful opera* 
tlon than in withdrawing. Frankly, I interpreted your message of 
1 April ae an approval, subject to meeting the oonditlons prescribed 
im Fare. 2— which was done. Perhaps 1 was mistaken in assuming eon* 
sideration of a POO would be based only on security faotors after the 
policy decision had been made (in Ref. 3) to ge ahead with the opera- 
tion. In any event, the eomtent and timing of Ref. 4, refusing any 
FOG or trial period, was respectively most startling and unfortunate. 

Why wae Hof. 4 mot dispatched until 3 April when Headquarters knew 
from our oable of 2d Marsh (Ref. 2) that we were meeting the Agent 
am 2 April and oould begin Operations Immediately after if Seadquertere 
reacted favorably? Only Ref. 5 was received before the 2 April oon* 
toot. 



11. Finally, Z am disturbed by some of the questions being posed 
about the Agent at homo, as reported informally. It appears some loose 
allegations art being made. Let's set the record straight i 

Is ho a Sasi? A* He ie not, and never 

was. 

%• Was he in the SB? A. Ho, but was detailed 

to the SS for varying 
period of time. 
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Q. Is he antl-eealtie? 



Q. Is he nationalist le? 



R0FA* 



1070 



10 April 19$9 
Fa#» 4 

A* Yes, hat not rabidly 
so* 

A. Yes. Not to the de- 
gree, however, of 
other Oemaas with 
whoa we work. fw© 
examples— Dr . Olobke, 



U* Is he anti-communistic? r 

Q. Is he working for money 
or for ideologioal reasons. 



A. Oojspletely. 

A. For ideological reasons. 



12. We can phase this Agent out, if suoh is the final decision, 
and we oan do it without paying hia any large suae of money, as 
snggssted by Bef . 1, or finding other employment for hia, or suggest- 
ing he reoontaet Blank. If we do phase hia out, he’s not going to 
give ns any trouble. Be will spend the rest of his life speculating 
about the Aaer loans who picked up a volunteer, played around for two 
and a half years and then for no apparent reason booted hia out, but 
that, of oourse, is beside the point. Mere to the point is an effec- 
tive operation* We have a large aeohanisa ever here devoted to pro- 
cessing Russian defectors, fhey are getting few customers and SSL in* 
duoed defectors. If anyone can start producing bodies for this mill, 
I’m convinced this man can. We have asked for a three- month period 
to give the operation a try* you at first agreed under nest stringent 
but acceptable conditions (Ref. 3) and then reneged (Bef. 4) on the 
basis of an "impartial presentation". Reviewing the eoaaunieatloae 
exchange so far, we naturally wonder how the field viewpoint could 
have been appropriately represented. 
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